Background: Emerging evidence shows that clopidogrel is greatly affected by nonfunctioning alleles measured by P2Y12 or platelet reactivity units (PRU). Cardiac events during short in-hospital stays have been inconclusively suggested as the main causes of discrepancies.
INTRODUCTION
Aspirin and clopidogrel are the most widely used drugs worldwide following acute coronary events. The use of newer agents such as prasugrel and ticagrelol is limited by their high cost and low availability in many hospitals. The recommended dose of clopidogrel is 600 mg in ST-elevation, except in patients over the age of 75 years and those who received fibrinolytic agents [1] . However, there is no current consensus regarding the optimal loading-dose of clopidogrel. While 600 mg showed superior efficacy in primary and secondary outcomes, it was accompanied by higher incidences of bleeding than lower doses were [2] . Furthermore, studies presented two types of LDs including a stat (300 versus 600 mg) or short-term (such as 150 mg administered over 1 week). In addition, guidelines differ for the standardization of the most appropriate methods in each case of coronary acute syndrome. Several confounders *Address correspondence to this author at the Qassim University, Qassim, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, P.O. Box 6655, Almulaida 51452; Tel: +966 548889712; Fax: +966-63649074; E-mail: meman@qu.edu.sa contribute to these differences, including genotyping, drugdrug interactions, the nature of the coronary event, and other comorbidities. Continuation of clopidogrel beyond the LD phase may also be considered when appropriate [3] .
Genetic polymorphisms including that of cytochrome P450 (CYP) 2C19 contribute significantly to the racial differences in the metabolism of clopidogrel, which may explain some of the dosing variability [4] . Because clopidogrel is a prodrug, patients with non-functioning alleles may convert lower amounts to the active form, which may lead to delayed drug responses, and higher rates of clinical consequences [5] . This phenomenon may raise questions about the validity of the LD of clopidogrel in many patients. However, since the drug effect is measured mainly by the P2Y12 reaction units (PRU), a concrete relationship has not yet been established by consensus. While some studies have reported no clinical association, others found significant clinical adverse effects and major outcomes [6] . In particular, following acute coronary syndromes, hypo-responsive patients showed a significant difference in clinical outcomes [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] . Vasodilator-stimulated phosphoprotein (VASP)-
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8/16 $58.00+.00 ©2016 Bentham Science Publishers guided dosing was assessed by some studies to determine adequately higher LDs. The administration of 1200 mg showed superior PRU inhibition and clinical endpoint values. However, some patients were very resistant even at high doses of 2400 mg while no major cardiac events were observed [13] .
METHODS
An experimental prospective clinical study, which recruited patients diagnosed with acute coronary syndrome by convenience sampling. The protocol of the study was approved by Prince Sultan Cardiac Center in Buraidah, Saudi Arabia, and conducted in accordance to declaration of Helsinki. All the patients signed the informed consent form before enrolment. In addition, patient privacy was ensured during the study period. The demographic, as well as the relevant medical and medication history of all the patients, were recorded. We enrolled patients who were diagnosed with acute coronary disease, were administered a LD of 300 mg clopidogrel, had a complete understanding of the research study procedure and were willing to sign the informed written consent form, and were able to follow simple instructions.
Genotyping
The positive control human DNA CYP2C19*2 and *3, wild type, and heterozygous were all diluted 1:4. A negative control was also included for each run. The reproducibility was tested by analyzing nine random samples 10 times each (three of each wild/wild, wild/mutant and mutant/mutant). The mix and DNA for each sample were pipetted into the LightCycler capillaries, which were sealed, centrifuged using the LightCycler carousel centrifuge, and then placed into the LightCycler instrument. The denaturation, melting, and renaturation processes are shown in Fig. 1 . The gradual increase should allow for monitoring the decline in fluorescence of the melting hybrids as a function of temperature. Fluorescence curves were analyzed using the LightCycler software (version 3.5.3) DNA was isolated using the MagNA Pure LC instrument. CYP2C19*2*3 genes were detected using Oligonucleotide primers and fluorescence-labeled hybridization probes (Tables 1 and 2 ).
PRU and VerifyNow

®
The VerifyNow ® (Accumetrics, Sandigo, CA) assay was used to detect the PRU values 2-3 days following administration of the LD (Accumetrics, Inc.). We have followed the standard manufacturer's recommendations, which have been added to the methodology as follows: Using an already fixed indwelling catheter, the first blood sample was collected firstly for genetic testing (Shouldn't be used for The VerifyNow ® ), whereas the second sample was used for PRU test. The blood was transferred in 2 ml tubes containing 3.2 % Sodium Citrate. The tubes should be mixed gently about 5 times, and the recommended waiting time is 10 minutes to 4 hours before testing. We carried out all the tests after 30 minutes for all the patients to ensure the consistency.
Statistics
The MedCalc ® program was used for the statistical analysis. Student's-t-test was used to determine differences while the Chi-square test and Chi-square test for trends were 
RESULTS
Descriptive Statistics
A total of 90 homogeneous Saudi patients (63 male and 27 female patients) were recruited in the study (Tables 3-5) . The mean PRU of the patients was 195 (range 59-335). In addition, the mean level of inhibition was 16 % (range 0-65%) ( Table 6 ).
The PRU of the female patients at 255.6 ± 68.8 was significantly higher than that of the male patients was (177.7 ± 66.6, p = 0.000). Likewise, no statistical difference in PRU among patients based on the number of involved vessels or diagnosis ( Table 7) . 
DISCUSSION
Genetic testing and platelet reactivity have been suggested to be contributing factors to successful clopidogrel-guided therapy in long-term treatment [14] [15] [16] [17] . However, evidence of the benefits of genotyping and platelet reactivity monitoring in acute treatment and short-term hospitalization is inconclusive. Therefore, this study investigated the clinical consequences of administering clopidogrel in combination with PRU monitoring during the first week following drug administration. The percentage of non-functioning allele *2 in our study was about 33%, which is similar to previous suggestions worldwide [18] [19] [20] [21] . Alleles *2 and *3 have been correlated with increased cardiovascular and thrombotic events in some clinical studies, mostly cohort designs [14, 22, 23] . Allele *3, however, was not detected in any of our patients (0%), and our results showed that there was no difference in genotyping measured by PRU during the in-hospital stay period among patients. An in-stent thrombosis was diagnosed in one patient whose inhibition was 30%, which was not significant. Furthermore, although a genome-wide approach may be more predictive, it may not be applicable to short in-hospital stays [24] .
Although platelet reactivity is suggested to increase cardiac and thromboembolic events, the absolute cutoff range varied significantly (29) (30) (31) . The initial PRU vary significantly and may range from 60-240 units [5] . In practice, thromboembolic events are likely detected when the PRU is higher than 240 units while bleeding complications are likely seen at PRUs lower than 60 [5] . A considerably more conservative range of 179-200 units (upper limit, 238) was proposed for patients undergoing PCI based on ischemic or bleeding events [25, 26] . In addition, a range of 180-200 (upper limit, 230) was suggested for patients with coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG) [27, 28] . Furthermore, the developers of the VerifyNow ® P2Y12 assay have specified 194-418 as the normal PRU range, which can be measured ≥6 hours post bolus drug administration (Accumetrics). One of the largest published reviews including about 17 studies on this subject matter concluded that the optimal cutoff range is 95-208 for hypo-and hyper-response definitions, respectively [29] . However, the cutoff value in a Japanese study was suggested to be much higher at 262 units [30] . Our study showed a platelet reactivity of 59-335 units (117-267 units after adjusting for outliers), 2-3 days following LDs of 300 and 75 mg daily. Furthermore, we reported only one adverse incident, which suggests that this is a safe range for administration during in-hospital stays.
A higher PRU range may be associated with the number of vessels involved and timing of treatment initiation [31] . Furthermore, female patients tend to present with higher PRU values than male patients do, as shown in numerous studies [32, 33] . Our results appeared to present higher PRU values, in general than the previous reports did. However, the study did not show any significant difference based on the number of vessels involved. This could be related to the timing of the PRU testing. Another potential consideration is that the PRU should evolve over time and, therefore, the conclusion that these patients are hypo-or hyper-responsive cannot be accurately reached after this short time [34, 35] .
Several protocols have been developed to ensure that patients are within the optimal PRU range, especially when a critical procedure is required. These protocols mainly include dose-adjusted protocols based on PRU or percentage of inhibition prior to the procedure [36, 37] . The differences in the outcomes of PRU studies stem from several factors including the LD, drug-drug interactions, daily doses during hospitalization, the timing of the test following the initiation, use of glycoprotein (GP) IIb/IIIa blockers or heparins, and genotyping. Another contributing factor is the compliance with the VerifyNow ® P2Y12 assay protocol such as time to test following blood withdrawal, volume (mL) of blood to be discarded prior to collecting test samples, gauge size, and correct mixing the kit contents [38] .These factors are rarely discussed or standardized among researchers or in their published studies, yet they may contribute significantly to the PRU readings.
CONCLUSION
Genotyping might not facilitate the detection of hypo-or hyper-responsive patients during the first days of their hospital admissions but could be a predictor of future cardiac events. Furthermore, female could be at higher risk of future events based on their elevated initial response. Although it is difficult to confirm, a PRU of 117-267 could be a safe range for in-hospital stays for patients not undergoing any cardiac surgeries.
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